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Proposed Action:  Eugene Wetlands Acquisition Phase II 
 
Project No:  1992-059-00 
 
Wildlife Management Techniques or Actions Addressed Under This Supplement Analysis (See 
App. A of the Wildlife Mitigation Program EIS): Resource Acquisition Techniques – 1.1 Fee-
Title Acquisition, 1.2 Easement Acquisition. 
 
Location:  Lane County, Oregon 
 
Proposed by:  Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) and The Nature Conservancy 
 
Description of the Proposed Action:  BPA proposes to fund the acquisition and preservation of 
approximately 99 acres of native wet prairie and oak woodland habitat in Lane County, Oregon.  
Title to the land will be held by The Nature Conservancy, who will convey permanent mitigation 
rights to BPA in the form of a conservation easement.  These newly acquired parcels will become 
part of the existing 330-acre Willow Creek Wildlife Mitigation Area.  Passive management practices 
may take place on the land until a wildlife mitigation and management plan is developed and 
approved for the property.   
 
Analysis:  The compliance checklist for this project was completed by Cathy MacDonald with The 
Nature Conservancy and meets the standards and guidelines for the Wildlife Mitigation Program 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Record of Decision (ROD).  A comprehensive wildlife 
mitigation and management plan will be prepared for the property after it is acquired and will follow 
the guidelines and mitigation measures detailed in the Wildlife Mitigation Program EIS and ROD. 

No plant or animal species listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) will be affected by the 
proposed acquisition of the subject property.  Through contact with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, the National Marine Fisheries Service, and the Oregon Natural Heritage Program, staff from 
The Nature Conservancy identified a number of federal and state listed species that have the 
potential to occur at the project site (see compliance checklist item 1.B).  ESA Section 7 consultation 
will be conducted by BPA and The Nature Conservancy, as necessary, prior to the implementation 
of any restoration or enhancement activities on the site. 

A cultural resource survey was conducted at the Eugene Wetlands Phase II site on July 9, 2001.  No 
prehistoric or historic cultural materials were observed during the survey and no landforms 
considered likely to be archaeological sites were noted.  The nearest recorded archeological find 
consists of two prehistoric sites that are located within a mile of the project area along Willow 
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Creek.  Based on the findings of this survey, BPA concluded that there would be no effect on 
prehistoric or historic artifacts associated with the Eugene Wetlands acquisition project.  The Oregon 
State Historic Preservation Office concurred with BPA’s determination on September 18, 2001.  In 
the unlikely event that archaeological material is encountered during developments that may occur 
on the site, an archeologist will immediately be notified and work halted in the vicinity of the finds 
until they can be inspected and assessed. 

Phase I Environmental Site Assessments were conducted on the Eugene wetland site by staff from 
The Nature Conservancy and Hahn and Associates, Inc.  The surveys did not reveal evidence of 
recognized environmental conditions in conjunction with the subject properties.  Fred Walasavage 
an Environmental Specialist with BPA reviewed the Phase I assessments and reported to The Nature 
Conservancy on May 14, 2001 that he concurred with these findings.    

Public involvement associated with this project has included written notification and solicitation of 
comments to interested parties, adjacent landowners, local tribes, government agencies, and non-
governmental organizations.  Public response from the solicitation indicated general support for the 
project.  Because of initial favorable comments on this project, it was decided that subsequent public 
meetings and/or workshops were not warranted. 
 
Findings:  The project is generally consistent with Section 7.6A.2, 7.6B.3, & 7.8E.1, of the 
Northwest Power Planning Council’s Fish and Wildlife Program.  This Supplement Analysis finds 1) 
that the proposed actions are substantially consistent with the Wildlife Mitigation Program EIS 
(DOE/EIS-0246) and ROD, and, 2) that there are no new circumstances or information relevant to 
environmental concerns and bearing on the proposed actions or their impacts.  Therefore, no further 
NEPA documentation is required. 
 
 
 
/s/ Shannon C. Stewart  
Shannon C. Stewart 
Environmental Specialist 
 
 
CONCUR: 
 
 
/s/ Thomas C. McKinney    DATE:  10-18-2001  
Thomas C. McKinney 
NEPA Compliance Officer 
 
Attachments: 
NEPA Compliance Checklist 
Oregon State Historic Preservation Office Letter 
 
cc: (w/o attachments) 
Jana Setzler - The Nature Conservancy 
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